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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 ) Applicant's amendment filed on May 1 1 1 2005 has been entered. 

2) Applicants arguments filed on May 1 1 , 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments, the recitations of "the postal security 
device", "generating print data for printing of postage indicia", and "improving back-up 
battery power consumption" have not been given patentable weight because the 
recitation occurs in the preamble. A preamble is generally not accorded any patentable 
weight where it merely recites the purpose of a process or the intended use of a 
structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble for 
completeness but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to stand 
alone. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 
187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). The claimed process steps or 
structural limitations in the instant application are able to stand alone because the 
invention as described by the claim body only would have been used in any security 
device (including the postal security device). There is no significant claim recitation of 
other essential process steps or structural limitations as to suggest that this invention 
would be specifically applied to the postal security device. 

In response to applicant's argument that the combination of prior arts, as recited 
by the examiner, does not disclose or suggest a postal security device or a method for 
use with a postal security device , a recitation of the intended use of the claimed 
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invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the . 
prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the 
prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In 
a claim drawn to a process of making, the intended use must result in a manipulative 
difference as compared to the prior art. See In re Casey, 370 F.2d 576, 152 USPQ 235 
(CCPA 1967) and In re Otto, 312 F.2d 937, 939, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 1963). 

3) The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4) Claims 2, 4, 6, 9-10, and 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rager et al. (US 5,363,447) in view of Grider et al. (US 5,515,540). 
W.R.T.CIaim2: 

Rager et al. discloses a method comprising the steps of: 
storing the encryption key within the second memory (106, in Fig. 1 ; col. 4, lines 
17-20); 

encrypting the body of data by the cryptographic engine (105) with respect to the 
encryption key (col. 3, lines 27-34); 

storing the encrypted body of data in the first memory (103 in Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 

8-10); 

upon power-up of the security device decrypting the encrypted body of data with 
the cryptographic engine with respect to the encryption key (col. 4, lines 23-27); 
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temporarily storing the decrypted body of data in a third memory (102 in Fig. 1 ; 
coi. 4, lines 31-32, 35-36), wherein upon power down of the device the decrypted body 
of data is lost; and 

in the event of tampering with the device, removing power from the second 
memory resulting in a loss of the encryption key and the decrypted body of data (see 
col. 4, lines 44-49). 

However, Rager et al. does not expressly disclose the method further including: 
in the event of tampering with the PSD, removing power from the third memory 
resulting in a loss of the decrypted body of data. 

Grider et al. teaches for, a security improvement against tempering, that the 
improvement includes: a micro-controller supplies power to the memory either from a 
system power supply or from the battery, and grounds the power-output to the memory 
to destroy all data in the memory (col. 2, lines 1-6). 

Since Grider et al. and Rager et al. are both from the same field of endeavor of 
providing security measure against tempering for the memory, the purpose disclosed by 
Grider et al. would have been well recognized in the pertinent field of Rager et al.. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art, to not only remove power from the second 
memory, which is supplied with the power even after the device is powered down, but 
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also remove the power from the third memory, which is only supplied with the power 
during the power ups of the device, as taught by Grider et al., for the purpose of 
providing a device with improved security against tempering, including attempts at 
active intrusion while the machine is running (Rager et al. already prevents the device 
from tempering when powered downs and with teaching of Grider et al. the modified 
Rager et al. can further prevent the tempering against active intrusion during the power 
ups). 

W.R.T. Claim 4: 

Rager et al. discloses a device comprising: 

a second volatile memory (106) for storing the encryption key (in Fig. 1 ; col. 4, 
lines 17-20), wherein a constant voltage is supplied to the encryption device and 
consequently to the second memory (col. 4, lines 37-40) when the device is powered 
down; 

a first nonvolatile memory (130) not having a backup power batter for storing the 
encrypted body of data in the first memory (103 in Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 8-10); 

an encryption engine (105) for encrypting the body of data with respect to the 
encryption key (col. 3, lines 27-34); 

a third memory not having a backup battery for temporarily storing the decrypted 
body of data (102 in Fig. 1; col. 4, lines 31-32, 35-36); and 

wherein upon power down of the device the decrypted body of data in the third 
memory is lost. 
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However, Rager et al. does not expressly disclose what kind of backup power is 
supplied to the second memory device (is it a backup battery power source or other 
power source?). 

Grider et al. teaches for, a security improvement against tempering, that the 
improvement includes: the memory is getting power source either from a system power 
supply or from the backup battery (col. 2, lines 1-6). 

Since Grider et al. and Rager et al. are both from the same field of endeavor of 
providing security measure against tempering for the memory, the purpose disclosed by 
Grider et al. would have been well recognized in the pertinent field of Rager et al.. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art, to supply power to second memory from the 
backup battery in case the device is powered down, as taught by Grider et al., for the 
purpose of maintaining security while the security device is powered down. 

The modified device of Rager et al. discloses the invention as recited above, but 
does not specifically disclose that the second memory is a nonvolatile type. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been an obvious matter of 
design choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art to substitute the nonvolatile memory 
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in place of the volatile memory because Applicant has not disclosed that utilizing the 
nonvolatile memory instead of volatile one provides an advantage, is used for a 
particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in the art, 
furthermore, would have expected Applicant's invention to perform equally well with the 
second volatile memory of Rager et al. because the data in the second volatile memory 
of Rager et al. will also be erased if the device is tempered. 

Therefore, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to further 
modify the modified device of Rager et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claim. 

W.R.T. Claim 6: The modified device of Rager et al. discloses the invention as recited 
above, but does not expressly disclose the method further including: 

in the event of tampering with the PSD, removing power from the third memory 
resulting in a loss of the decrypted body of data. 

Grider et al. teaches for, a security improvement against tempering, that the 
improvement includes: a micro-controller supplies power to the memory either from a 
system power supply or from the battery, and grounds the power-output to the memory 
to destroy all data in the memory (col. 2, lines 1-6). 
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Since Grider et al. and Rager et al. are both from the same field of endeavor of 
providing security measure against tempering for the memory, the purpose disclosed by 
Grider et al. would have been well recognized in the pertinent field of Rager et al.. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art, to not only remove power from the second 
memory, which is supplied with the power even after the device is powered down, but 
also remove the power from the third memory, which is only supplied with the power 
during the power ups of the device, as taught by Grider.et al., for the purpose of 
providing a device with improved security against tempering, including attempts at 
active intrusion while the machine is running (Rager et al. already prevents the device 
from tempering when powered downs and with teaching of Grider et al. the modified 
Rager et al. can further prevent the tempering against active intrusion during the power 
ups). 

W.R.T. Claim 9: 

Rager et al. discloses a device comprising: 

a second volatile memory (106) for storing the encryption key (in Fig. 1; col. 4, 
lines 17-20), wherein a constant voltage is supplied to the encryption device and 
consequently to the second memory (col. 4, lines 37-40) when the device is powered 
down; 

a first nonvolatile memory (130) not having a backup power batter for storing the 
encrypted body of data in the first memory (103 in Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 8-10); 
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an encryption engine (105) for encrypting the body of data with respect to the 
encryption key (col. 3, lines 27-34); 

a third memory not having a backup battery for temporarily storing the decrypted 
body of data (102 in Fig. 1; col. 4, lines 31-32, 35-36); and 

wherein upon power down of the device the decrypted body of data in the third 
memory is lost. 

However, Rager et al. does not expressly disclose: 
what kind of backup power is supplied to the second memory device (is it a backup 
battery power source or other power source?); and 

in the event of tampering with the PSD, removing power from the third memory 
resulting in a loss of the decrypted body of data. 

Grider et al. teaches for, a security improvement against tempering, that the 
improvement includes: the memory is getting power source either from a system power 
supply or from the backup battery (col. 2, lines 1-6); and a micro-controller grounds the 
power-output to the memory to destroy all data in the memory (col. 2, lines 1-6). 

Since Grider et al. and Rager et al. are both from the same field of endeavor of 
providing security measure against tempering for the memory, the purpose disclosed by 
Grider et al. would have been well recognized in the pertinent field of Rager et al.. 
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Accordingly, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art, to supply power to second memory from the 
backup battery in case the device is powered down; and to not only remove power from 
the second memory, which is supplied with the power even after the device is powered 
down, but also remove the power from the third memory, which is only supplied with the 
power during the power ups of the device, as taught by Grider et al., for the purpose of 
maintaining security while the security device is powered down and providing a device 
with improved security against tempering, including attempts at active intrusion while 
the machine is running (Rager et al. already prevents the device from tempering when 
powered downs and with teaching of Grider et al. the modified Rager et al. can further 
prevent the tempering against active intrusion during the power ups). 

The modified device of Rager et al. discloses the invention as recited above, but 
does not specifically disclose that the second memory is a nonvolatile type. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been an obvious matter of 
design choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art to substitute the nonvolatile memory 
in place of the volatile memory because Applicant has not disclosed that utilizing the 
nonvolatile memory instead of volatile one provides an advantage, is used for a 
particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in the art, 
furthermore, would have expected Applicant's invention to perform equally well with the 
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second volatile memory of Rager et al. because the data in the second volatile memory 
of Rager et al. will also be erased if the device is tempered. 

Therefore, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to further 
modify the modified device of Rager et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claim. 

W.R.T. Claim 10: The modified device of Rager et al. further discloses the device 
adapted to interrupt power to the second memory device and the third memory device, 
wherein the body of decrypted data is lost and the encryption key is not available. 

W.R.T. Claim 12: 

Rager et al. discloses a method comprising the steps of: 
storing the encryption key within the second memory (106, in Fig. 1 ; col. 4, lines 
17-20); 

encrypting the body of data by the cryptographic engine (105) with respect to the 
encryption key (col. 3, lines 27-34); 

storing the encrypted body of data in the first memory (103 in Fig. 1 , col. 4, lines 

8-10); 

upon power-up of the security device decrypting the encrypted body of data with 
the cryptographic engine with respect to the encryption key (col. 4, lines 23-27); 
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temporarily storing the decrypted body of data in a third memory (102 in Fig. 1 ; 
col. 4, lines 31-32, 35-36), wherein upon power down of the device the decrypted body 
of data is lost; and 

in the event of tampering with the device, removing power from the second 
memory resulting in a loss of the encryption key and the decrypted body of data (see 
col. 4, lines 44-49). 

However, Rager et al. does not expressly disclose: 
what kind of backup power is supplied to the second memory device (is it a backup 
battery power source or other power source?); and 

in the event of tampering with the PSD, removing power from the third memory 
resulting in a loss of the decrypted body of data. 

Grider et al. teaches for, a security improvement against tempering, that the 
improvement includes: the memory is getting power source either from a system power 
supply or from the backup battery (col. 2, lines 1-6); and a micro-controller grounds the 
power-output to the memory to destroy all data in the memory (col. 2, lines 1-6). 

Since Grider et al. and Rager et al. are both from the same field of endeavor of 
providing security measure against tempering for the memory, the purpose disclosed by 
Grider et al. would have been well recognized in the pertinent field of Rager et al.. 
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Accordingly, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art, to supply power to second memory from the 
backup battery in case the device is powered down; and to not only remove power from 
the second memory, which is supplied with the power even after the device is powered 
down, but also remove the power from the third memory, which is only supplied with the 
power during the power ups of the device, as taught by Grider et al., for the purpose of 
maintaining security while the security device is powered down and providing a device 
with improved security against tempering, including attempts at active intrusion while 
the machine is running (Rager et al. already prevents the device from tempering when 
powered downs and with teaching of Grider et al. the modified Rager et al. can further 
prevent the tempering against active intrusion during the power ups). 

W.R.T. Claim 1 3: The modified method of Rager et al. further includes: generating an 
electrical signal when the device is tampered with that causes the second memory and 
the third memory to clear their respective memories (see Supra columns regarding the 
tempering). 

W.R.T. Claim 14: The modified method of Rager et al. further include: interrupting main 
electrical power and back-up battery power to the memories if the device is tampered 
with (see Supra Grider et al. for interrupting both sources of power). 
W.R.T. Claim 15: The modified method of Rager et al. would minimize an amount of 
backup battery power consumed by the device because the only second memory is 
powered by the battery. 
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W.R.T. Claim 16: The modified method Rager et al. would disclose that only the 
encryption key and the encrypted body of data are stored when the device is powered 
down because the first (nonvolatile) and second memory (backup battery) are not 
effected by simple power down. 

5) Claims 5, 7-8, 11, 17-1 8 and 21 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rager et al. and Grider et al. as applied to claims 4, 6, 9, 12 above, 
and further in view of Kubatzki et al. (US 5,771,348). 

The modified Rager et al. discloses the invention as recited earlier, but does not 
expressly discloses that the device is used for a postage meter such that the meter 
prints data for the printing of postal indicia, and sends a message via a communication 
channel to a postal authority. 

Kubatzki et al is cited to show how the security device can be implemented into 
the postage meter, wherein the critical data is protected against manipulation. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to replace the existing security device of Kubatzki 
et al. with the security device of Rager et al. such that the meter prints data for the 
printing of postal indicia, which is well protected under the security device of Rager et al. 
and contacts the postal authority when tempered by utilizing the communication channel 
available at the postage meter of Kubatzki et al., for the purpose of enhancing the 
security of critical data (e.g. postal indicia image data) against manipulation. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

6) Claims 1 9-20 and 22-24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

7) THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard Woo whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6813. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 AM -5:00 
PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





Richard Woo 
Art Unit 3639 
July 21, 2005 



